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REMARKS 

During a telephonic interview between the undersigned attorney and the examiner on 
^ril 18, 2005, the various rejections of the claims were discussed with respect to the present 
invention and the cited prior art references. A summary of the telephonic interview is presented 
below. At the conclusion of the telephonic interview, it was agreed that claims 5-8, 10, 17, 19- 
23, and 25 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form to overcome the rqections under 
35 U.S-C. § 1 12, second paragraph, and to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
inlerv^iing claims. Additionally, it was agreed that claims 9, 1 1-13, 24, 26-28, 32-43, 45, 47-61, 
and 63-76 would be allowable if rewritten in independent fonn to overcome the rejections under 
35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, and to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

Claims 2-7, 9-15, 47-61, and 63-76 are presently pending in the ^jplication. Many of the 
presently pending claims have been amended for clarification purposes, and it is believed that the 
presently pending claims now comply with 35 U.S.C, § 1 12, second paragr^h. With regard to 
the examiner's objection to claim 6 on page 2 of the ofiEce action, it is noted that the reference 
characters (a) and (b) are used to repress a ratio which may be expressed as (a):Cb) or (a)/(b)- 

Qaims 1, 8, 16-46, and 62 have been canceled &om the application. 

Claims 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 47, 54, 56, and 63, have been rewritten in independent form to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Accordingly, it is 
believed tiiat independent claims 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 47, 54, 56, and 63 are believed to be allowable 
as indicated by the examiner. 

Claim 2 has been rewritten in independent foua to include all of the limitations of the 
base claim and also the limitations of claims 1 and 8. Accordingly, it is believed that claim 2 is 
now in condition for allowance. Additionally, the presently pending dep^dent claims of the 
application are also believed to be allowable since they each depend upon a respective 
independent claim of the application which is believed to be allowable. 

Because claims the presently pending claims are believed to be allowable in their present 
form, many of the examiner's rejections in the Office Action have not been addressed in fliis 
response. However, applicant respectfully reserves the right to respond to one or more of the 
examines rejections in subseqnent amendments should conditions arise warranting such 
responses. 
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Applicant believes that all pending claims are allowable and respectfully requests a 
Notice of Allowance for this ^plication Sxan. the Examiner, Should the Examiner believe that a 
telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of tiiis application, the undersigned can be 
reached at ttie teIq)hone number out below. 



Respectfully submitted, 

BEY ER WE AVER & THOMAS, LLP 



P.O. Box 778 

Berfceley, CA 94704-0778 
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